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PIETAS OXONIENSIS. 
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e The moſt expreſs truths Mi... explained away by ſome who claim 
« right of judging of GOD's ways, which are paſt finding out. Thus 
© for inſtance, there can be nothing more clear than that the Son of 
< GOD was manifeſt in the fleſh, and that he died te pur away Sin by 
ce the ſacrifice of himſelf : yet there are thoſe who by denying the di- 
„ vinity and ſatisfaction of CHRIST, in compliment to their own no- 
„ tions, have ſeemed to be perſuading men that chriſtianity had taught 


« them there was no Redeemer,” 
See a Sermon on Acts xvii. 2 1. preached before the ; 


Univerſity of Oxford, by the Reverend Mr Griffith of 
Pembroke College, March 9, 1760. | 


c If an author do but hang out the ſign of NATURE and REASON 
« in his title page, there are readers in plenty who will buy up and 


«© (wallow his dregs by wholeſale.“ 
See the Preface to that valuable work, © The Catho- 


lic Doctrine of the TRINITY proved, ” ty the 
Rev. Mr Jones, late of Univerſity Coll. Oxford. 


* - LAH 


——_— 


* 


. * 


L. O N D O N: 
Printed for E. and C. DII I x in the Poultry, and 
M. FoLinGcsByY at Temple-Bar: 
. And Sold by 
Mx Eppowes at Shrewsbury, and Mr Az1s at Birmingham. 
| N DCC LXX, | 
Price One Shilling. ] 


* 9 * 
—— — — = 7 


- 
— 


S 
rnd - 


1 
« 


— ET 


x fag: ative e ach * 


—— 


rr 


$6040442200404 5000000402 


EAI; £222 ee! 


PIETAS SALOPIEN SIS: 
O R, 


An ANSWER to, 6e. 


Wer Mazing ! upwatds of fixty dull pages 
A printed, and ſo long a period of time 
S waſted in the compiling of theſe ſixty 
Fa pages, and after all not one word td. 
the purpoſe! The author has only 
beaten the air, and been taking prodigious pains 
to confute what it never entered into the heart of 

PIE TAS OXONIENSIS to conceive. 
The whole purport of your Letter, Sir, amounts 
to this. That all men by the light of nature 
and reaſon have or may have ſome knowledge 
or conceptions of a ſupreme Being, as holy, 
« juſt, good, wiſe,” Sc. Sc. And you bring 
us plenty of quotations from the pagans themſelves 
to ſhew that they had ſuch conceptions or natural 
A 2 knowledge 
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T4 3 
knowledge of one great Creator of the univerſe, 
who fees all ars bears all things, and is ney 


obere preſent. 
And now, Sir, the natural queſtion reſulting 


from hence i is, in what part of the letter to Doctor 
Adams is this denied? Surely you could not ſup- 
poſe that when I affirmed the impoſſibility of man's 
attaining any knowledge of the nature and attri- 
butes of God by the powers of nature and reaſon, 


] would be underſtood, that he could not arrive at 


that knowledge of a Deity: and of inviſible things, 
which, St Paul tells us, are clearly ſeen, being un- 


dierſtcod by the things which. are wage. | A moment's | 
conſideration muſt have ſhewn you that by KNOW- 


LEDGE I meant !7ue SAVING Knowledge, ſhort 
of which every thing which goes by that name 
is in the Gght of God nothing but meer fooli/Sue/5. 
And hence it is that the ſame apoſtle declares that 
the Gentiles, with all. their boaſted wiſdom and 
knowledge of God, ftill became: foo!s; i. e. they 
knew not God to any real, powerful, ſaving pur- 
poſe, neither in his nature nor attributes; not in his 
nature, as Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, three 
eternal perſons in one divine eſſence: nor yet in 
his attributes; for although they could ſpeak great 
things of the juſtice, power, purity and mercy 
of God, yet they always fer theſe attributes at 
variance one with another: ignorant of the extent 
of the divine law, they knew not that every the 
leaſt tranſgreſſion had the wages of eternal death 
annexed 
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annexed to it; and therefore they looked for merey 


in a way wherein the eſſential holineſs and infinite 
ʒjuſtice of God muſt have been ſullied by their ob- 


taining it; I mean, they looked for this mercy 
without a mediator and without a ſatisfaction. 


Thus the world by wiſdom knew not God Ca], and 


I appeal to experience and matter of fact whether 
in this land which is called chriſtian, thouſands 
and tens of thouſands are not to be found, whoſe 
religion, even whilſt they profeſs to believe the 


Bible, hath to this moment taught them little 


more than what theſe pagans by the dim and con- 
fuſed twilight of nature had attained to. They 
will acknowledge indeed (and ſo do all the Turks) 


that there is one ſupreme Being, and that Chriſt 


is a great prophet ſent or appoinied of God, to teach 
men à religion which is deſigned to enforce the prac- 
tice of piety and all good works ;, and that the end 


of all the doftrines and Rn of this religion, 


[a] The meaneſt of all the mean evaſions of this important 


text, is perhaps that made uſe of by our author page 30. 


where he has theſe words by way of illuſtration of it.“ Is 
ce there no difference between cannot tnow and Inet not? We 
e may ſay of a perſon that he hath not done a thing, and yet 
“ ſurely allow that he may [nigbt it ought to have been to 
% make the ſentence grammar] have done it if he would.“ 
— The concluſion drawn from this reaſoning is, that the hea- 
then by reaſon and. wiſdom z:ight have known God i they 
zvould. But this interpretation of the text will naturally give 
riſe to a queſtion which the author may not find it quite fo 
eaſy to reſolve. © If the world by wiſdom might have known 


God if they would, then what need was there of revela- 


r 
as 


4 


at well as of its precepts, is bolineſs of life BJ. But 


the Trinity in unity, the guilt, corruption and 
impotence of human nature, through the fall of 
Adam, and the need of a Redeemer of i infinite dignity 
to atone for ſin, and in his own perſon to ſuffer the 
puniſhment due to it [o], are truths which, though 
they ſhine ſo conſpicuouſly throughout the ſacred 
pages, and are clearly diſcerned by thoſe whoſe 
underſtandings are enlightened by the Spirit of 
truth, and embraced as perfectly agreeable to al 
the rules of right reaſon, are yet as effectually hid 
from thoſe who are wiſe in their own conceits, 
and prudent in their own eyes, even in this day, 
as they were from the pagans of old ; for though 
the true light ſpineth, the darkneſs e it 
not Io]. 
TD | As 
Co] Preface to Doctor Adams's Sermon, p. 7. | 
[e] This is the very poſition which the Doctor, zotidens 
verbis, p. 28. has placed in his liſt of erroneous opinions, tho' 
it contains the only foundation of a chriſtian's hope in time and 
in eternity: and for my own part, I do not remember ever to have 
ſeen 2 more daring blow againſt the divinity and ſatisfaction 
of our bleſſed Lord, than ke has ſtruck by cenſuring this as 
falſe doctrine. Who can read this and yet ſuppoſe that Doc- 
tor Adams believes Chriſt to be equal with God in his divine 


nature, or that he allows any N cthcacy or atoning 
power in his precious blocd? 


ſo] I finda paffige in a Sermon by Doctor Patten, late of 
C. C. C. Oxfird, intitled. The oppoſition between the 


* goſpel of Jeſus Chriſt and what is called the religion of 
nature, preached before the Univerſity, July 1, 1759. 


ſo very appoſite to my purpoſe, that I cannot help tran- 
ſcribing it. 
« The 


L372 

As you have groſly miſrepreſented, or greatly 

miſtaken, the whole of what I advanced on this 
head in my Letter to Doctor Adams, I might cer- 
tainly have been excuſed from making the leaſt 
reply to all you have ſaid upon it, as being quite 
foreign to the purpoſe of the preſent controverly ; 
however, I ſhall not immediately diſmiſs the ſub- 


«« The reſult of the utmoſt effort of Athenian philoſophy, 
s was to erect an image of gold, or filver, or ſtone, the 
«& ſculpture of human ingenuity, and to inſcribe their altar 
« TO THE UNKNOWN GOD. The reſalt of the re- 
& ſearches of modern philoſophy, profeſſing to know God, 
& are pretended demonſtrations of his being and attributes; 
« and yet while theſe demonſtrations conſider him only as a 
« ſupreme Being, a Deity, a firſt Cauſe, without attending to 
45 thoſe attributes which belong to every perſon of his god- 
sc head, the Creator, the Redeemer, the Sanctifier, the Father, 
ec the Son, and the holy Spirit; while he whom they would 
« demonſtrate is not ſet forth as the !riune God, in vain will 
„ they pretend to have demonſtrated that nature, or thoſe 
Sc attributes which, according to his own expreſs declaration, 
« do eſſentially belong to him. He who rejecteib the Sou 
& and the holy Spirit, this man, however he may acknow- 
„ ledge the god of theſe philoſophers, hath not the Father. 
« In a word, ſince the true light now ſhineth, ſince the 
«« ſacred volume is indeed the word of God, let the acknow_ 
« ledged decifiveneſs of that authority demonſtrate, as well 
1 the vanity of theſe boaſted demonſtrations of a God, which 
% could with no propriety be offered to the world but upon 
« a ſuppeſition of its being in a ſtate of heatheniſm, as the 
4 abſurdity of thoſe curious diſquiſitions in which the philo. 
0 ſophic religion of nature hath ſo earneſtly engaged our 
« times, concerning the criterion of virtue, its motive,” 
% its © OBLIGATION,” and its © future reward,” 


ject 


CSI 
je, but will give you a quotation from that able 
writer juſt mentioned, on the principles and con- 
duct of the great Secrates, who ſtands firſt in your 
liſt of thoſe who by the force of natural reaſon and 
wiſdom had attained to a knowledge of the nature 
and attributes of God. The compliment paid 


„ to Socrates (ſaith that learned divine) is made by 


& ſuch as have ſurely forgotten the ridiculous vow 


paid to ÆAſculapius with the dying breath of 


«© this philoſopher; as well as the expreſs apology 
<«« which he is by the grave authentic Kenophon re- 

& corded to have offered, in anſwer to the charge 
«© of his rejecting the gods of his country: had 
«« his heart been indeed turned from theſe idols to 
& ſerve the living God, is it conceivable that the 


- < intrepid Socrates, he who met death fo calmly, 
„ who even refuſed to accept of the deliverance 


« which was projected for him, would have pre- 
ee varicated on this great occaſion ; that he would 
«« peremptorily have denied a charge in which, 
« jf it had been true, he muſt have gloried; and 


« would even have appealed to facts for proving 
the falſhood of it, for proving himſelf a genuine 


« idolater? I cannot but wonder, faith he, upon 
« what authority | am accuſed as not acknowledg- 
« ing the divinity of the gods of my country; 
« when I have been ſeen by others, and might 
% have been ſeen by my accuſer if he had been 
<< pleaſed to obſerve me, performing ſacrifices at 
* the public feſtivals, and upon the common 
5 altars.“ i 5 Exceedingly 


[73] 
Exceedingly pertinent to the point in and is 
likewiſe the following quotation, which I make 
from a viſitation Sermon of the Rev. Mr Hartley. 
Such was the corruption and blindneſs of our 
& nature after the fall, by the infatuating power 
« of (tn, that the human race had, in many parti- 
* culars, loſt the diſtinctions of moral good and 
* evil, nay, had erred in that gteat fundamental 
« point, the knowledge and worſhip of the one true 
% God. Some of the heathen have indeed ſaid 
«© many fine things on the fide of virtue; but 
« their ſyſtems are all wretchedly defective; as 
& theirs could not but be, who neither knew the 
„ malady of human nature, nor its cure; nay, 
« were even ſtrangers to the love of God, which 
„ js the foundation of all true morality, and 
«© GROSSLY IGNORANT OF HIS NA- 
„ TURE AND ATTRIBUTES. Their vir- 
| « tyes were therefore for the moſt part of a po- 
«© litical nature, tallying well enough with the 
<« intereſts of civil ſociety, but little perfective 
e of the ſoul, and oftentimes the reſult of pride 
« and ſelfiſhneſs, humour and affected ſingula- 
te rity. Some virtues were paſſed over by all, 
c and ſome vices ſtood both uncondemned and 
c practiſed by moſt of them. And as to thoſe 
% few great names among them who rofe above 
* the common level, and are diſtinguiſhed by 
% the ſublimity of their ſentiments, and their 
6 nearer approaches to truth, their doctrines and 
wy 4 precepts 
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precepts wanted the ſanction of authority, and 
therefore could go but a little way in gaining 
upon the belief and practice of the world. 

« At what a low ebb the religion of nature was 
in St Paul's time, when human learning was 
near its zenith, may be judged of from his 
diſcourſe to the men of Athens, and from the 
firſt chapter of his epiſtle to the Romans. What 


ſhocking degeneracy and corruption do they 


there ſtand charged with! what blindneſs and 
ignorance with regard to the firſt principles of 
all religion] The world, ſays he, by wiſdom knew 
not God. All the learning of the ſchools, and 
the ſo much boaſted philoſophy of Greece and 
Rome had not taught them the firſt article of 
nature's creed, nor done ſo much for them as 
the light of nature, dim as it was, and the 
law of conſcience, might have done; for in 
the viſible things of God they might have clearly 


« ſeen his eternal power and godbead; and the law 
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wrilten in their hearts, if carefully attended to, 
would, in many caſes, have ſerved them for 
a monitor and judge; zheir conſciences bearing 
witneſs, and their thoughts accuſing or excuſing 
them : But, becoming vain in their i maginations, 
their fooliſh heart was darkened; and profeſſing 


themſelves wiſe, they became fools : and yet theſe 


are the men, whom the world makes ſuch a ſtir 
about; and to know their follies, is accounted 
ſo great a part of our wiſdom.” - 


Nearly 


+ as þ . 
Nearly to the ſame purpoſe are the following 
be es from a diſcourſe of the Rev. Dr Horne, 
w preſident of Magdalen College Oxford. | 

« If the ſoul be dark by nature, what be- 


& comes of that idol of the deiſts, he ligbt of na” 


<« ture? for till it be proved that a ling can firſt 
„ kindle and then ſupport itfelf, without the 
e affiſtance of light or oil, ſo long the word of 
6 the All-wiſe ſtands fixed as che rock of ages 
« on which it is built, and declares to all that 
« have ears to hear, that the ſoul is in a ſtate of 
© UTTER DARKNESS with regard to reli- 
4 gion, or the knowledge of ſpiritual things, till 
« enlightened and ſupported +by the light of life 
« and the ſpirit of holineſs. They who place 
« HUMAN REASON in the throne of divine 
« wiſdom, are often telling us, as a proof of it, 
e that the ſpirit of man is the candle of the Lord. | 
“ But this they willingly (I am afraid) are igno- 
« rant of, that the Lord muſt light it, att that 
c he has appointed but one way to light it, which 
is by Jeſus Chriſt,” Sc. Sc. 

Again, If this ſpirit of man be a fallen 
„ ſpirit, and the heavenly lamp in it put out, 
« <which none but an atheiſt denies, I muſt farther 
ce ſay, that no religion can be a rational religion 
« forit, but that which will light it again, and 
% keep it ſo. If natural religion will do this, 
« there is no occaſion for Chriſt; and if it will 


«* not, it is worth NOTHING. 
35 Mliſtake 
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6 Miſtake me not as a decrier of human ſciences ; 


they have their uſe, and many of them are ne- 
ceſſary inſtruments and veſſels to draw the wa- 
ter of life for the congregation; but the flock 
may famiſh, and the ſhepherd too, with all of 
them in his hands, if the true Jacob be not ape 
plied to, to remove the ſtone, that ſo they may 


be let down into the well of ſalvation. A man 
* may with all [human] accompliſhments be as 


dead to the life of Chriſt, and as far from the 
kingdom of heaven, as the moſt ſtupid ſor, 


and abandoned profligate upon earth. Nor is 
this an enthuſiaſtic way of talking, but a ra - 
tional deduction from matters of fact. For 


if there be a ſoul, or ſpiritual part in man, if 
that ſoul had a ſpiritual life, which is loſt by 
the fall, and if Chriſt and the holy Spirit be the 
only reſtorers of it, points which no man can 
deny without declaring himſelf a deiſt, or ra- 
ther, to ſpeak out, an atheiſt, for he that has 
not Chriſt, has not God [Ex]; all I have ſaid 
fallows of courſe, and is a neceſſary conſequence 
from the reaſon of things.” — See Dr 8010 


Sermon. 


Even a Dryden could 1 * <« they who 
would prove religion by reaſon, do but weaken 
the cauſe which they endeavour to ſupport: 
it is to take away the pillar From our faith, and 
to prop it only with a twig ?? 

Preface to RELIG 70 LAIET. 


i) 1 Jchn ii. 23, and 2 John ver. g. 


( 8 ] 
permit me to bring up the tear with a quota- 
tion from that learned and able defender 'of the 
 chtiſtian faith, Mr Jones, whoſe admirable intro- 
duction to his Catholic Doctrine of a Trinity“ 
hath already furniſhed me wih 2 mocto for my | 
title page. | 
- « All hat een be news of the 1 (Faith 
4 this excellent writer) is to be known by revela- 
 « tion. The falſe lights indeed of REASON 
« and NATURE are ſet up and recommended, 
« as neceſſary to aſſiſt and ratify the evidence of 
46 revelation: but inquiries of this kind, as they 
« are now managed, generally end in the degra- 
tc dation of 2 and the chriſtian religion, 
Sc. Sc. 
6 And to bring this matter home to the Arians ; 
44 it is to be obſerved, that every article of the 
* chriſtian faith depends upon the doctrine of a 
c trinity in unity. If that be given up, the 
# otlier doctrines of our religion muſt go with it: 
and ſo it has been, in fact, that the authors who 
% have written againſt the trinity, have alfo diſ- 
<< puted away ſome other eſſential parts of chriſ. 
a tianity ; particularly the doctrines of the SA- 
« 'TISFACTION andof ORIGINALSIN [r]. 


kei The truth of this remark of Mr Jones has been abun- 
Jantly ſhewn in the writings of thoſe whom the author of 
Diotrephes admoniſhed, page 67, is not aſhamed to rank among 
the greateſt 'names this country ever produced ; the Biſhops 
'Hbadly, and Clayton; Dr Clarke, and Dr Sykes. See alſo Doctor 
Adam's Sermon, p. 28, 


C Rut 


[ 14 J 

<< But here it is commonly objected, that men 
will be of different opinions; that they have 
a right to judge for themſelves ; and that when 
the beſt evidence the nature 'of the caſe will 
«© admit of is collected and laid before them, they 
&« muſt determine upon it as it appears to them, 
« and according to the light: of their conſciences : 
« ſo that if they adhere: as cloſely to their errors 
<« after they have confulted the proper evidence 
as they did before, we are. neither to 5 
nor be troubled at it. n 
“ This very moderate and bene voin ay of 
« thinking, has been ſtudiouſly recommended 
« by thoſe, who found it neceſſary to the well 


E 


4 


N 


« being of their own opinions, that not a ſpark 


< of zeal ſhould be left amongſt us. And ſurely 


« jt is no new thing. that the advocates of any 


c particular error, next to themſelves and their 
« own faction, ſhould naturally incline to thoſe 


«© who are ſofteſt, and ſtand, leaſt in the way. 


« Hence it is, that however magiſterial and in- 
ce ſolent they may carry themſelves in their own 
« cauſe; they always take care to ſeaſon. their 


„ writings with the praiſes of this frozen indiffe- 


ce rence; calling that chriſtian: charity, which is 
cc nothing but the abſence of chriſtianity : and 
ti any the leaſt appearance of earneſtneſs for ſome 
« great and valuable truth, which we are un- 
« willing to part with, den we hope to be 
5+ ſaved by it, is braw-beaten, condemned, and 

. * caſt 


1 35 ] 

«- caſt out of their moral ſyſtem, under the name 
4e of heat, want of temper, fire, fury, Cc. They 
« add moreover, that articles of faich are things 
* meerly ſpeculative; and that it is of little ſig- 
« nification what a man believes, if he is but 
« hearty and ſincere in it; that is, in other words, 
« it is a meer trifle whether we feed upon bread 
or poiſon z the one will prove to be as good 
«© nouriſhment as the other, provided it be eaten 
« with an appetite.” _ 

I ſum up all I have to ſay on this point with 
expreſſing my deſire, that you will not for the fu- 
ture ſuppoſe that becauſe I ſpoke againſt the abuſe 
of reaſon, I meant to ſuperſede the uſe of it. Let 
reaſon take her proper place of ſubordination, and 
then, to repeat the words already adopted by us 
both, /þe is certainly a good and uſeful guide: and 
yet I cannot be too explicit in declaring that after 
all the great things which have been ſpoken by 
ſome of the reaſon and wiſdom of the heathen, _ 
manifeſted in their diſcoveries of the one ſupreme 
Being, the maker and governor of all things; yet 
till hey knew not God, but were abſolutely abr, 
: Atheiſts, without God in the world; inasmuch as 
be that acknowledgeth not the Son, hath not the Fa- 
lber; and beſides Chriſt there is noGod; and there- 
fore it is really of little conſequence whether a man 
be a worſhipper of the Sun and Moon, Jupiter 
and Diana, or of that great Creator in one perſon, 
which Pagan ann e Deiſts, 
Arians 


( 16 J 
Atians and Socinians pay their adoration to. For 
all who do not worſhip the triune God of the 
ſeriptures, Father, Son, and holy Ghoſt, that 
God tho was in Chrift reconciling the world unto 
bimfelf, muſt neceſſarily worſhip a creature of their 
on fancy ; and are to all intents and purpoſes 
atheiſts and idolators. 

AND now, Sir, as you have undertaken to 
defend Dr Adams's principles as advanced in his 
Sermon, I hope you will be pleaſed to reſolve the 
following queſtion, which, although put very 
cloſely in my Letter to the Doctor, I have not 
yet found any of his auxiliaries willing to anſwer, 
Upon his plan and yours, where is the difference be- 
deen man before, and man fince the fall of Adam? 
If his reaſon and underſtanding be capable of diſ- 
cerning aright ſpiritual truths ; if his will be free 
to chooſe them; if the love of God and of his 
neighbour be natural to him; how can he be ſaid 
to have a NATURAL propenſity to evil? yet all 
this refitude in the faculties of the foul; and this 
natural propenſity to evil, are both inſiſted on by 
the Doctor. Truly theſe aſſertions appear to me 
ſo very contradictory, that I heartily wiſh you 
would attempt to reconcile them. 

Another requeſt I muſt make is, that ſuppoſ- 
ing the reaſon of man to be thus capable of diſ- 
cerning ſpiritual truths, ſuppoſing his, will thus 
in a ſtate of freedom, and his natural "affetions 
tending towards the love of God and of his neigh- 
hour; you would tell us where is the need of the 

holy 
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holy Ghoſt? muſt not all petitions for Grace from 
a creature of ſuch boaſted dignity of nature Oo 
ed upon as meer compliments or words of courſe ? 
And if ſo, I had certainly ſufficient ground for my 
' aſſertion, © that they who are advocates for the 
« reaſoning powers of man in the diſcernment of 
& ſpiritual things, do for the moſt part cordially 
&« embrace the whole Pelagian ſyſtem, and by 
e making no manner of diſtinction between rea- 
& ſon ſince the fall, and reafon in the ſtate of in- 
«© nocence, do thereby ſuperſede the neceſſity of 
« all divine light to remove the natural darkneſs 
« of the underſtanding ; and too often treat the 
«© whole doctrine of the Spirit's influence and in- 
1 ſpiration, as nothing but the fancy of a deluded 
6 ſet, or the effect of a diſtempered brain.“ 

I now proceed to conſider the force of that ob- 
jection urged againſt the univerſal darkneſs of hu- 
man nature in ſpiritual concerns, that the natural 
man, mentioned by St Paul, who diſcerneth not 
the things of the Spirit of God, means the carnal, 
Aeſhly, animal or ſenſual man. Granted ; bur 
what is this to the purpoſe, ſince evety man what- 
ever, even the moſt moral and decent, is in tlie 
ſcripture-account a flethly, carnal or ſenſual man, 
till he be born from above, and made partaker 
of a divine nature; for ht which is born of the 
Hef, is fleſh; and only that which is born of the 
Spirit, is ſririt, And this will abundantly appear, 
if we conſult the original of 1 Or. iii. 14. and 
2 19. for it is very remarkable that the word 

* tranſlated 
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1 
tranſlated nalural in the former, and ſenſual in 
the latter place of ſcripture, is the ſame (-. 
in both: ſo that the apoſtle Paul's natural man, 
is the apoſtle Jude's ſenſual man, and vice verſd. 
Beſides which, the natural man mentioned 1 Cor. 
11. 14. ſtands in contradiſtinction to him that is 
ſpiritual, and judgeth (or aranpu, diſcerneth) all 
things, mentioned in the following verſe. And 
left we ſhould ſuppoſe that the word ſenſual 18 ap- 
plicable only to thoſe who live in the outward 
ſcandalous gratification of their ſenſes, St Jude 


guards his readers againſt ſuch a miſtake, by add- 


ing ſenſual, nit having the Spirit; therefore all 
who are deſtitute of the Spirit's influences, are by 
the general voice of ſcripture accounted carnal, 
ſenſual, fleſhly men; of whom it is ſaid, hey that 
are in the fleſh, (in their natural unregenerate ſtate) 
cannot pleaſe God, Rom. viii. 8. Now the apoſtle 
in the ſixth verſe of the chapter juſt cited, allows 
no medium between being in the fleſh and in the 
Spirit, and therefore ſpeaks only of two kinds of 


people, the carnally-minded, and the ſpiritually- 


minded, the former under the power of that 
O2-ornwe Trexcy, ſenſuality, wifdom or deſire of the 
fleſh, which our church fpeaks of in the article 
of original or birth- ſin; and whoſe ſure marks 
are ignorance of ſaving truths, and oppoſition to 


the will of God: the latter, under the guidance 


and illumination of that infallible teacher the holy 
Ghoſt, whoſe office it is to lead the humble into 
all truth: and hence it is, that che word of God 

5-5 fende 


E 
knows nothing of thoſe diſtinctions which modern 
divinity hath eſtabliſhed between men naturally 
virtuous and vicious; but ranks every child of 
Adam under one or other of theſe two claſſes, chil- 
dren of light, and children of darkneſs; regenerate 
and carnal; believers and unbelievers ; thoſe who 
are in the fleſh, and thoſe who are in the Spirit. 
THUS much in anſwer to the general pur- 
port of your Letter, Permit me now to take a 
clofer review of it, and to deſcend a little more 
minutely to particulars z and in ſo doing, I ſhall 
not always follow you page by page, but ſhall 
inſert what I have to ſay as it ſhall beſt fall in with 
what goes before, and what follows it. 
The main drift of the pamphlet intitled Diatrepbes 
admoniſped, being to defend a latitude of ſubſcrip- 
tion to the articles of our Church, I thought it 
neceſſary to dwell chiefly upon the abſurdity of ſuch 
a defence, and to expoſe thoſe ſophiſtical ſhifts and 
mean prevarications which the writer of that Pam- 
_ phler has ſo glaringly adopted, in order to effect 
a reconciliation between the real and convenient 
Creed [o] of Doctor Adams, Upon which ac- 
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[o] If you can help me to any better mode of expreſſion 
ſor the ſentiments contained in Doctor Alams's ſermon, and 
thoſe of our articles, homilies and common- prayer book, I 
{hall be glad to make uſe of it; but if he believes what he has 
advanced in the former, and does not believe what he has 
ſubſcribed to in the latter, then how can we more properly 
diſtinguiſh theſe claſhing tenets, but by calling one by the 

name of his REAL CREED, the other by the name of his 
CONVENIENT CREED? 


1 
count, as well as for the reaſon already given in 
7 the ADMONISHER ADMONISHED, the doc- I 
x trinal parts of his book, (as you obſerve in your 4 
| advertiſement) were in ſeme places ful lig bily touched, | 
and in others whol'y overlooked, But I had yet 
another reaſon for paſſing theſe over in ſilence; 
viz. becauſe ſome peoples arguments are of that 
ſort that they confute themſelves, and their rea- 
ſonings ſo very weak and inconcluſive, that if we 
ſay riſum lencatis, we ſay two words more than 
they deſerve. For example, what a profound 
5 Argument, among others, has the author of Dio- 
| zrephes admoniſbed brought, page 9. in order to 
1 prove that Doctor Adams believes the divinity of 
Chriſt; ** that be mentions it conſtantly when he 
reads the prayers, and eſpecially the dexologies of the 
church? * Now this is really ſuch trifling, that it 
would have been an affront to common ſenſe to 
have anſwered it. He might as well have fajd, 
that the Doctor denies free-will, and believes 
original fin, and man's natural impotence to 
“ good, becauſe he is obliged to deny the one and 
&« acknowledge the other, every time he reads 
« the common prayer” but ſince the Doctor has 
given it in his liſt of falſe doctrines, page 28. hat 
man ſtands in need of a Saviour of infinite dignity 
to atone for bis ſins, I fear the united ſtrength of 
all his auxiliaries will be unable to ſhew how 
Chriſt's divinity can be acknowledged, and his 
infinite dignity be denied. 


. 
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Again, what a quibbling piece of work hag 
the ſame writer made in order to juſtify Dr Adams's 
aſſertion, * that it was an exceptionable paſſage in 
Mr Romaine*s ſermon that God could fhew no mercy 
but ihrough Chriſtſn] ; and in order to draw his 
readers from the point, he brings two quotations, 
one from Biſhop Burnet, another from Mr Baxter, 
to ſhew that many, both before and ſince the com- 
ing of Chriſt, might be ſaved through his merits, 
- without an explicit belief of his goſpel; and p. 21. 
thus explains Dr Adams's meaning. That we 
are not to attribute God's merciful diſpoſition 
e towards his ſinful creatures, to what Chriſt 
£ hath done and ſuffered, as what led and inclined 
* him to be propitious and make offers of grace, 
« the atonement and merits of Chriſt and our 
_ © ſalvation by him, illuſtrate the kindneſs of God. 
„His mercy was the cauſe, not the effect of 
«Chriſt's undertaking and death.”—And when 
did Mr Romaine deny this? or where have I ever 
denied it? all this may be true, and certainly is 
true, and yet it is likewiſe true, that God hath 
no uncovenanted mercies; and that he never did, 
never can, nor ever will ſhew mercy to any ſou] 
but in and through Chriſt Jeſus. The expreſſion 
therefore made uſe of by Mr Romaine, ſo far from 
being exceptionable to any true chriſtian, muſt ap- 
pear to harmonize with all the declarations of the 


[4] J have reaſon to believe that the expreſſion mentioned 
by Mr Romaine was verbatim this, God hath no uncovenanted 


ſacred 


mercies.”. 
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1 
ſacred volume; and for any one to inſinuate there- 
from that Mr Romaine meant to exclude the whole 


heathen world, together with all children and idiots, 


from ſalvation, or that he meant to affirm, that 


Cad never applies the geath of Chriſt by the ſecret 


methods of grace to many perſons whoſe circumſtances 


do render them incapable of the expreſs ai of laying 
Bold upon it; I ſay, for any one to draw ſuch a 
concluſion from Mr Romaine's words, which the 


author of Dioirephes admoniſhed ſeems to do, other- 


wiſe his arguments and quotations are needleſs, 
proves him to be either @ child in underſtanding, or 


in malice a full grown man. 
Thus much I thought neceſſary by way of reply 
to the advertiſement on the back of your title. Pro- 


ceed we now to the Letter itſelf, which you begin 
with an eloge upon Dr Adams's meekneſs, Fc. c. 


I am ſorry to revive old grievances, but remem- 
ber what happened in St Chad's veſtry, and then 


tell me whether the temper of meekne/s was moſt 


conſpicuous in Dr Adams or in Mr Romaine 2 Did 
you ever know an inſtance, Sir, (except in the 
preſent caſe) of one clergyman. being reproved 
by another before ſeveral perſons, in the veſtry 


for any thing advanced in his Sermon? was it 


conſiſtent even with common decency, and the 
received rules of politeneſs to do this? If, as you 
all allow, wiſe and good men have differed on theſe 
points, which were the ſubject of Mr Romaine's 
diſcourſe, ſurely it ill became a man profeſſing 


candor, charity and forbearance, to benave as 
5 the 
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the Doctor did to a gentleman of Mr Romaine's 


known learning, laborious life, and exemplary 


piety. Grant the utmoſt you can wiſh, ſuppoſe 


Mr Romaine did evea make uſe of ſome unguard- 


ed expreſſions in his Sermon delivered in St Chad's 
pulpit; ſtill, do you think, Sir, that he is the 
only miniſter who ever dropped an unguarded 


ſentence in that pulpit? Surely not; yet I will 
venture to affirm, that he was the firſt that ever 


was reproved. Great as this ill treatment was, nei- 


ther he nor his friends in the leaſt reſented or ex- 
poſed it, but endeavoured to draw. the cloke of 
love and forgiveneſs over it: and even when 
the Doctor had publicly preached againſt Mr Ro- 
maine, ſtill both he and his friends forbore to 
complain: but the Doctor could not reſt here, for 
after the diſpute was intirely ſubſided, and had 


been fo for about four months, ſtirred up by the 
inſtigation of his zealous advocates, he printed 


the ſermon which has given riſe to ſo much diſ- 
turbance: and had he confined the publication of 
his diſcourſe to the town, or even to the county 


of Salop, ſtill his conduct might have paſſed un- 


noticed; but this would not ſerve his turn, there- 


fore he cauſes it to be advertiſed in the Landon 


papers, and to be ſold at a very ſmall diſtance from 
the two churches where Mr Romaine uſually offi- 
ciates. Now (to ſay nothing of the many viru- 
lent expreſſions and bold unſupported aſſertions 
in the Doctor's Sermon) from this view of the 


caſe, which you cannot deny to be a true one, let 


any 
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any impartial perſon in the world judge what cauſe 
there was for the two auxiliaries of Doctor Adams. 


to lanch forth into ſuch high encomiums upon the 


Doctor's meekneſs and gentleneſs : had Mr Ro- 
maine uſed Dr Adams in the manner he uſed Mr 
Romaine, I am ſure Mr Romaine would not have 


been defended by any of his friends for ſo doing; 


and the whole town of Shrewsbury would juſtly 


have exclaimed againſt Mr Romaine, as having 
Jaid aſide both the gentleman and the chriſtian, 


for having with ſuch appearance of anger rebuked 


Dr Adams in the houſe of God; what then but 


the groſſeſt partiality could have made any man 


think of vindicating the Doctor's behaviour upon 
this occaſion [1]? But however prejudice may blind 
the eyes of the multitude, yet ſurely every man 


whoſe judgment was calm, and whoſe mind was 
honeſt, if left to determine on which fide the 


truth lay, from the temper and conduct of theſe 


two gentlemen in St Chad's veſtry, would imme- 
diately conclude in favour of Mr Romaine ; and it 
the words which paſſed between them, have been 


miſrepreſented by me, I deſire they may be con- 


tradicted by thoſe who were eye and ear- witneſſes 
to the whole; and that any friend of the Doctor's, 


who was then preſent, would pleaſe to inform the 


world, whether the Doctor did not appear to be 


[.] A news. paper ſcribbler, who tiled himſelf Bob Short, 
ſays, that the Doctor ſhewed a becoming warmth, and that he 


gave Mr Romaine the faire opportunity of time and place far a 


diſpute: which fair opportunity was in the veſtry, when the 
people were going out of church, 


a 


much 
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much agitated by paſſi jon, and whethet Mt Romaine 
did not manifeſt the greateſt meekneſs both in the 
manner and matter of his reply, * Men as you 
& rightly obſerve, Sir, can judge of tempers and 
&« diſpoſitions when they cannot of arguments.” 
I am really concerned to lay theſe things before 
public view, but why have you and your parti- 
zans conſtrained me to do ſg, by your nauſeous 
compliments on the Doctor's charity, and gentle- 
neſs, ſetting him forth as {he ſervant of the Lord; 
not ap! to ſtrive, but ſhewing all meekneſs towards 
all men. Had I attempted to lead my readers from 
their ſubject, by a long and fulſome detail of Mr 
Romaine's perſona] virtues, and had] (as I might) 
enumerated the many perſecutions, ſufferings and 
diſtreſſes which with the patient diſpoſition of his 
bleſſed Maſter, he underwent for years together, 
for righteouſneſs-ſake, it would immediately have 
been objected againſt me, What is all this to 
the purpoſe? Let me ever confeſs that I ſin- 
cerely believe the Doctor to be an amiable cha- 
racter in private life, as an huſband, father, friend; 
but methinks it would have been much more to 
his advantage and yours, if you had been entirely 
filent about his meekneſ3 5 and for my own part; 
if any ſharp expreſſions have eſcaped my pen, fo 
far as I have uſed them in my own ſpitir, I deſire 
to take ſhame to myſelf on that account; but I 
aſſure you, Sir, Jon! y meant them as grana falis, 
un” to ſeaſon the compoſition, and altho' I think 
D ] have 
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have ſcripture authority on my ſide, for now 
| | - and then letting a few drops out of my ſatirical 
| vein, yet upon the whole I will not deny that [ 
i had better keep it filleted up, leſt when I mean 
| only to bleed by drachms or ounces, I ſhould let 


* it out by pounds, and leſt there ſhould be ſcen in 
1 

I it rather more of the ſaline Serum than! is uſual in 
5 an healthy conſtitution. 


5 You know, Sir, that when Eljab prayed to 
God to anſwer by fire, that he attacked the pro- 
| | phets of Baal with ſarcaſms, which cut them as 
deep as the very razors they made uſe of; and yet 
Elijab was engaged in a good cauſe, and his ob- 
EN - taining from heaven the thing he requeſted, plainly 
TE | ſhewed that the Lord was not diſpleaſed with the 
EZ manner in which he combated his adverſaries. 
You aſſert, page 7, that general anſwers de- 
e ſerve to have no regard paid to them; that the 
« exceptionable paſſage is firſt to be ſet down at 
6 length, and the proofs upon which the argu- 
« ment is built, ſeparately examined.” 
 Admirable ! but how contrary is this to the 
manner in which Doctor Adams has attacked Mr 
Romaine, whom in a general way he vehemently 
accuſes of uttering many bold aſſertions and raſh 
unguarded expreſſions, with an «ir imperious and 1 
deciſive, tending to blind the minds and ſurprize the I 
credulity of the vulgar, (bona verba!) and yet ab- b 
| ſolutely refuſes, as does every one of his allies, 
= to tel] the public what thoſe moſt excepiionable paſ- 
| ſages 
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41 | 
ſages were which gave him /e much Hence [1]. 
Vet till this be done, whatever for the future comes 
out under the name of an Anſwer, ſhall for me 
paſs unnoticed ; eſpecially as I perceive it to be 
the drift of my opponents to draw me into endleſs 
and unedifying difputes, and to paſs over all thar 


[1] The reaſon why Doctor Adams has never made any 
anſwer to the Letter, is clear, viz. becauſe he could not do 
it without producing theſe exceptionable paſſages which he has 
ſo injuriouſly charged Mr Romaine with; and which, for mo- 
tives beſt known to himſelf, he tells us he thus proper to con- 
ceal, But whatever theſe exceptionable paſſages might be, or 
Whatever offence may have been given to the Doctor; it muſt 
afford matter of much grief to every religious mind, to hear 
him pour forth ſa many railing accuſations againſt thoſe very 
doctrines, which yet he cannot deny were the bulwarks of the 
reformation in general, and of the church of Eng/and in par- 
| ticular ; as that they tend to decry rhe uſe and neceſſity of good 
works, =to place religion in faith and opinion,—to relax the 
obligation of duty, — to flatter the finner with falſe hopes of par- 
aon, withiut reforming and amending his life; to charge God 
fooliſhly, and make him the author of fin, to put a maſk into 
the Hand. ef bipocriſy.— te open a door to litentiouſueſs, to de- 
form religion with doctrines highly injuricus to the honour of 
God, and jubverſive of all the principles of morality. — ts arro- 
gate the mercies of God, and preſumpturuſly to deal out the 
judgments of heaven, — io charge with pride and prejumption the 
bumble believer, —to deſert the firſt principles of religion, and 
ſuperſede the firſt duties of it, as fruitleſs and unniffary,— te 
3 arraign (indiretly, at leaſt) the goodneſs and moral attributes of 
3 the Deity, &c. &c. but all this ſcurrility though it ſtand un- 
ſupported by the leaft ſhadow of proof, is, in the opinion of 
| ſome, perfectly conſiſtent with the ſpirit of meeknels and 
chriſtian love. 


D'2 part 
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part of-my letter to the Doctor, on which I lay the 
greateſt ſtreſs ; I mean the irreconcilable variance 
between his real and convenient creed ; the ſtriking 


oppoſition between thoſe doctrines, which; as 4. 


miniſter of the church of Er:gland, he has repeatedly 
declared his hearty and unſeigned aſſent to, and 
thoſe tenets which he hath er B in his Sermon 
preached againſt Mr Romaine ; till this part of my 
Letter be anſwered, and till it be ſhewn t hat I have 
miſrepreſented. the Doctor's ſentiments in my ap- 
penidix containing an account of the Arian, Pela- 


gian, Socinian, and Arminian hereſies x] whats» 
e 


Fx] Although Dr Alam, has always been hte to the 
mean gratilications in which too many of his reverend bre» 
thren are notoriouſly ſunk, yet we have apoſtolic authority 
on our fide to rank hereſies in doctrine with the groſſeſt abo- 
minations in practice, ſince theſe are as much included in 
the works of the flip, as fernication, wuncleanneſs, muraers, 
arunſenneſs, reve/lings, and ſuch like, Gal. v. 19, 20, 21.— 
But here the queſtion will ariſe, who is to be judge of what 
is hereſy, ſince in nomixe Domini incipit omne matum, and ſince 
every religious opinion pretends to be founded on ſcripture, 
however contrary to ſcripture it may really be? I anſwer, that 
although I utterly reject all belief of the church's infallibility, 
as one of the grand bulwarks of Popery, yet ſurely ſome re- 
gard is to be paid to the deciſions of the primitive church, 
and to the united voices of the faithful in all ages: Now who- 
ſoe ver is at all acquainted with church- hiſtory muſt im mediate - 


ly perceive that thoſe very tenets which were condemned as 


dangerous and damnable herelies by the ancient fathers, under 

the names of Arianiſm and Pelagianiſm, and by the modern 

churches, under the name of Socinianiſm, are identically the 
ame 


: tw 1] 
ever iſſues from the preſs is meer bubble and vd. 
thing: Either prove the Doctor's harmony with 


ſame with thoſe lately propagated in Dr Adam's Sermon. 
When light comes and makes manifeſt either the doctrines or 
works of darkneſs, then mens eyes are blinded by the cry of 
ſcurrility and abuſe ; but is there any ſcurrility or abuſe in 
calling things by their right names? How can we diſtinguiſh 
the followers of Arias, Pelagius, Socinus, or Arminius, but 
as they have been always diſtinguiſhed by eccleſiaſtical writers, 
viz, by the appellation of Arians, Pelagians, Socinians, and 
Arminians? That there is ſuch a thing as calling opprobious 
names, is what nobody doubts, and we agree with Meffieurs 
the Critical Reviewers, that they who do ſo, generally lay 
aſide reaſon, and vent the proper oratory of Billingſgate ; but 
then who are theſe orators, or where are they to be found? 
why truly I do not ſee how Dr Adam, himſelf can be exempted 
from the number, ſince he has ſtiled the Rev. Mr Romaine a 
principal leader among thoſe who are called Methodifts : for tho- 
the name of Methodiſt be certainly a very innocent one, and 
never applied but to perſons of more than ordinary piety, yet 
the Doctor plainly uſes it as if it denoted ſome peculiarity of 
ſentiment or error of judgment, in the perſon ſo called ; whereas 
he does not attempt to deny but that the doctrines he cenſures 
in Mr Romaine are the doctrines of our firſt Reformers, and of 
the church of England as by Jaw eſlabliſhed ; fo that Doctor 
Adams, by giving Mr Romaine the appellation of Methodiſt, 
has really beſtowed upon him a nick-name, {though perhaps 
not. ſo ſcurrilous a one as Diotrephes, or malicious prater) without 
the leaſt ground or ſhadow of reaſon for ſo doing. A circum- 
ſtance I ſhould not have taken notice of, if I had not been un- 
juſtly cenſured as calling Dr Adams by reproachful names, be- 
cauſe I ſo plainly proved that the Doctor's religious tenets 
exactly harmonized with thoſe of 4rius, Pelagius, Sacinus, and 
Arminius; —your quotation from St Augaſtine concerning the 
notions of Pelagius about grace, is quite foreign to the pur- 
| pole ; 
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the common prayer, or elſe declare plainly that 
you think the pulpit and the reading - desk ought 
every Sabbath to be at war together. You are as 
willing, Sir, to give up the church, as your friend, 
the author of Diotrephes Admoniſhed ; but remem- 
ber, that you cannot give up the church, without 
giving up the Doctor for having ſubſcribed to her 
Articles. Away then with quibbles, evaſions, 
and falſe gloſſes, and anſwer me plainly theſe 
queſtions, Ought any honeſt man, for the ſake 
of worldly gain, to ſet his hand to what his heart 
deteſts ? Hath not Dr Ada is, again, again, again, 
again, again, and again, ſubſcribed to the books 
of Articles, Homilies, and Common Prayer? and 
are not the doctrines he maintains and preaches 
as diametrically contrary to the Articles, Homi- 
lies, and Common Prayer as light is contrary to 
darkneſs? When you have honeſtly reſolved theſe 
queries, I may think your future letters worth 
ſome reply, but not till then, 

Thus, Sir, after your own example, I have 
thought proper to lay down a few rules for your 


poſe; Pelagius's grand hereſy conſiſted in deny ing the cor- 

ruption of human nature through the fall, and that Adam's 
ſin was charged upon his poſterity; which is all I have inſiſted 
upon in my alluſion between the Doctor and Pelagius, p. 61. 
3d Edit. and it lies upon you to prove that they are not exactly 
of accord in theſe fundamental points; but one would really 
imagine from the arguments you produce, that you had ne- 


yer read what por attempt to anſwer, | 
proceeding 
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proceeding in this controverſy, and you have my 
| hearty permiſſion to be four months longer in re- 
ducing them to practice; but take notice, that if 
I make any reply (which I ſhall not do unleſs my 
queries be anſwered, and unleſs ihe moſt exception- 
able paſſages of Mr Romaine's Sermon be produced) 
you muſt ſtill allow me the privilege of my fingle 
week, If I had a brazen wall to batter down, I 
ſhould prove myſelf an able engineer could I level 
it to the ground after a whole ſummer's ſiege, but 
where the ramparts are nothing but antempered 
mortar mixed up with hay and ſtubble, then ſurely 
I may hope the citadel itſelf will ſurrender within 
the ſpace of fix or ſeven days. 

AS to your aſſertion, p. 4, that my late per- 
formance batb done me more di er vice in theſe paris, 
at leaſt, than any thing which ever happened to me; 
you ſhould reflect, Sir, that your communica. 

tion is chiefly with thoſe who are of the ſame ſenti- 
ments with yourſelf ; and if we meet with any book 
which bears hard upon our own favourite notions, 
our pride and ſelf-love will prefently riſe up and 
condemn it as a poor, weak, trifling thing; tho? 
in our hearts perhaps we feel many uncaſy ſenſa- 
tions concerning the weight of the arguments it 
contains, and the influence it may have on the 
minds of thoſe who read it. This prejudice and 
partiality are ſo very natural to us, that you can- 
not conceive the ſurprize which ſome of my friends 
have teſtified at my calling the author of Diotrephes 
Admoniſhed, 
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Ainoniſbed an able writer, and they were defit- 
ous that an erratum ſhould be made to ſubſtitute 
the word guibbler for writer ; and (to ſpeak ſin- 
cerely) upon a review of his pamphlet, eſpecially 
the doctrinal parts of it, I really think I was ra- 
ther too haſty in my eloge paid to that Gentleman; 
however, be that as it will, if I were to tell you 
what accounts I have received of the ſucceſs of the 
Letter to Dr Adams, and the general acceptation 
it meets with, you would immediately agree with 
me in thinking, that neither your friends nor mine 
were ſufficiently aware how much they were biaſſed 
by an undue attachment to men and opinions; and 
that therefore neither the one nor the other ought 
to be too haſty and laviſh either in their cenſures 
or approbation [.]. 5 
A gs˙ to the perverſion you lay to my charge, 
p. 11, I beg leave to refer the reader to the Ser- 
mon itſelf, and to my own note, page 12, 13. 


[tc] A judicjous friend of mine upon reading the pamphlet, 
, intitled, Driotrephes Admoniſped, thus expreſſed himfelf. «© 1 
wonder, dear Sir, that you ſhould pay any attention to this 
«© piece, and more fo, that you ſhould fo far puff up the pride 
of the author of it as to call him an able writer. Suppoſing 
„ his book to be divided into three parts, he has ſpent one 
* third in proving Dr Sams an heretic, another in confeſſing 
*© him to be a prevaricator, and another in defending him for 
being both.“ | 

I have ſo far conſented to the advice of this friend, as to 
promiſe him to pay no regard to the future publications of 
Diotrephes, ot of any other writer on the preſent controverſy, 


Where 
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where it will plainly be ſeen how wrongfully you 
accuſe me of any malicious deſign. fince I have 
tranſcribed verbaiim the whole paſſage from the 
Doctor's Sermon, and afterwards teſtified my 
deſire of having the true intent of it further 
PIO 


BUT common fame reports, that two more 
reverend di vines have lately inliſted under the 
Doctor's banner; nevertheleſs as the place of 
combat was ſtill St Chad's pulpit, where the war- 
riors (like Lord Tumult's fighting cocks) are all 
of the ſame ſide, and as the author of Pzetas can- 
not poſſibly come to the knowledge of what was 
vented in their Sermons, unleſs the preachers be 
pleaſed to print them, therefore i it is probable che 
controverſy will reſt where it is. | 
Should it be aſked upon what occaſion the diſ- 
courſes in queſtion were dejivered? Common 
fame likewiſe reports that they were both preached 
before two amicable Societies of mechanics and 
labouring men. However, the preachers thought 
it a great pity that theſe hicable Societies ſhould 
be unacquainted with the diſpute between Pietas 
and Doctor Adams, tho? it were not to be ſuppoſed 
that the major part of them could reap any other 
benefit from a repetition of the controverſy, than 
to go home and tell their wives that © they had 


been Bearing 4 very larned par ſon.“ 
This 
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This reminds me of a circumſtance which hap: 
pened not many years ago, at a famous city in 
this kingdom. The chaplain appointed to attend 
the goal was a great chronologiſt, and a moſt pro- 
found antiquarian, His diſquiſitions were ſo very 
deep, that he has been known to harangue his con- 
gregation upon the ſpecific gravity of devils, and to 
ſhew wha! region of the air they inhabited. But the 
fact I allude to, was the following. Being to preach 
before ſome condemned malefactors, whe were 
to lanch into eternity within the ſpace of a few 
days, the whole purport of his Sermon was con- 
cerning the proper ſeaſon of obſerving the feſtival 
| of Chriſtmas ; for though the unhappy wretches 
Þ were to be executed long enough before Chriſtmas 
}$ came round again, yet their Ordinary thought it 
| would be as unpardonable a piece of negligence in 
him to let them leave the world before their minds 
were well grounded in this important point, as the 
| preachers before the amicable Societies did, that 
| ſo many honeſt induſtrious artificers ſhould remain 

in ignorance of the controverſy depending between 
Pietas Oxonienfis and the Miniſter of StChag's. 
As I have not the vanity to ſuppoſe that the 
addition of my name would give the leaſt degree 
of weight and authority to my publication, I ſhall* 
not therefore annex it; if you have any reaſon to 
believe that yours will do any ſervice to the cauſe 
| " 


HY 


in which you are engaged, I adviſe you by all 
means to ſubjoin it. But be pleaſed to obſerve, 
I have no manner of curioſſty to know whether it 
be Fobn Stiles, Martin Scriblerus, Jobn Doe, or 
' William Roe; if therefore you chooſe to add your 
name to your next epiſtle, however ſuch addition 
may be ſatisfactory to yourſelf, it will be exact] y 
the fame _ to, Sir, 


Fours, &c. 


PHILALETHEs. 
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POSTSCRIPT. 


HE ſubſtance of this letter was drawn up in 

a few days after I had read the pamphlet which 
gave riſe to it, and was to have been publiſhed 
immediately, purſuant to the advertiſement in the 
Birmingham paper; but ,upon ſecond thoughts, 
it was judged proper not to ſend it out quite fo 
ſoon, but to wait for another or two of thoſe ſe- 
ries of letters, which the public have a promiſe 
of: but having waited in vain for near a month, 
I determined to wait no longer; and as I do not 
chooſe to conſume the remaining part of a ſhort 
life in vain janglings and anedifying diſputes; 1 
am come to a reſolution not to read, much leſs 
to anſwer any of your future epiſtles. Therefore 
behold, Sir, you have the whole field of battle 
to yourſelf, make good uſe of it; and after you 
have fought as many hours by SHREWSBURY 
CLOCK as ever you pleaſe ; Falſtaff like, you 
may carry off the breathleſs Pietas on your back, 
and make the world believe your ſword hath ſlain 
him. 5 
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